
Neutron scattering investigation of proposed Kosterlitz-Thouless transitions in the triangular-lattice
Ising antiferromagnet TmMgGaO4

Zhiling Dun,1 Marcus Daum,1 Raju Baral,2 Henry E. Fischer,3 Huibo Cao,4 Yaohua Liu,4 Matthew B. Stone,4 Jose A.
Rodriguez-Rivera,5, 6 Eun Sang Choi,7 Qing Huang,8 Haidong Zhou,8 Martin Mourigal,1 and Benjamin Frandsen2

1School of Physics, Georgia Institute of Technology, Atlanta, GA 30332, USA
2Department of Physics and Astronomy, Brigham Young University, Provo, UT 84602, USA

3Institut Laue-Langevin, BP 156, 38042 Grenoble Cedex 9, France
4Neutron Scattering Division, Oak Ridge National Laboratory, Oak Ridge, TN 37831, USA

5Department of Materials Sciences, University of Maryland, College Park, Maryland 20742, USA
6NIST Center for Neutron Research, Gaithersburg, MD 20899, USA

7National High Magnetic Field Laboratory, Florida State University, Tallahassee, FL, 32306, USA
8Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of Tennessee, Knoxville, TN 37996, USA

(Dated: December 3, 2023)

The transverse-field Ising model on the triangular lattice is expected to host an intermediate finite-temperature
Kosterlitz-Thouless (KT) phase through a mapping of the spins on each triangular unit to a complex order pa-
rameter. TmMgGaO4 is a candidate material to realize such physics due to the non-Kramers nature of Tm3+ ion
and the resulting two-singlet single-ion ground state. Using inelastic neutron scattering, we confirm this picture
by determining the leading parameters of the low-energy effective Hamiltonian of TmMgGaO4. Subsequently,
we track the predicted KT phase and related transitions by inspecting the field and temperature dependence of
the ac susceptibility. We further probe the spin correlations in both reciprocal space and real space via single
crystal neutron diffraction and magnetic total scattering techniques, respectively. Magnetic pair distribution
function analysis provides evidence for the formation of vortex-antivortex pairs that characterize the proposed
KT phase around 5 K. Although structural disorder influences the field-induced behavior of TmMgGaO4, the
magnetism in zero field appears relatively free from these effects. These results position TmMgGaO4 as a strong
candidate for a solid-state realization of KT physics in a dense spin system.

Interacting Ising spins in a transverse magnetic field display
important quantum many-body effects [1], including quantum
phase transitions [2, 3] and order by disorder [4]. Frustrated
magnets comprised of non-Kramers ions in a low-symmetry
crystal field, such as the pyrochlore materials Pr2Zr(Hf)2O7

[5–7] and the kagome magnet Ho3Mg2Sb3O14 [8, 9], host
a two-singlet ground-state that maps onto an intrinsic trans-
verse field acting on Ising spins [10], which can promote
quantum fluctuations [11] and entanglement [12]. In mod-
els where such magnetic ions decorate a triangular lattice, the
transverse field induces a three-sublattice (3SL) order for an-
tiferromagnetically coupled Ising spins through a quantum or-
der by disorder phenomenon [4, 13]. This can be re-cast as a
two-dimensionalXY model with aZ6 clock term [14, 15], for
which two finite-temperature Kosterlitz-Thouless (KT) transi-
tions are expected to border an intermediate phase with power-
law spin correlations [16]. These deep theoretical insights of-
fer the enticing opportunity to realize the topological vortex-
pair binding and unbinding transitions proposed by Kosterlitz
and Thouless in 1973 [17] in a dense spin system.

The recently synthesized rare-earth antiferromagnet
TmMgGaO4 [18] has been proposed to realize the transverse-
field Ising model on the triangular-lattice [19, 20]. This
material derives from the intensely studied quantum spin-
liquid candidate YbMgGaO4 [21–23], where Yb3+, a
Kramers ion, is replaced by Tm3+, a non-Kramers ion. In
TmMgGaO4, the crystal electric field forces the dipolar
magnetic moments to point out of the triangular plane (crys-
tallographic c-axis) while the in-plane components transform
as magnetic multipoles [19, 24]. The two-singlet ground-

state, and thus the transverse field, appears accidentally in
TmMgGaO4 from the octahedral environment of oxygen
ligands [25]. Previous neutron scattering studies [19, 20]
uncovered the predicted 3SL order below T = 1 K, although
no corresponding anomalies were observed in specific heat
or magnetic susceptibility measurements. Theoretical studies
suggest that the 3SL order reflects the departure from the
proposed KT phase at low-temperature (T ≡Tl) [24, 26] and
that another KT transition exists at a higher temperature (Th≈
4 K) [26], corresponding to the unbinding of vortex-antivortex
(V-AV) pairs. These vortices emerge via a mapping from the
Sz components of the Tm3+ spins to a complex order param-
eter, ψ = |ψ|eiθ = SzA + ei2π/3SzB + ei4π/3SzC, where A, B
and C are the sublattice indices of the 3SL order [26, 27]. So
far, no experimental probes have detected the transition at Th.
Moreover, in light of the intrinsic Mg-Ga structural disorder
that strongly affects the low-temperature magnetism of the
iso-structural compound YbMgGaO4 [20, 23, 28–30], it is
unclear whether or not KT physics survives in TmMgGaO4.

In this Letter, we search for the proposed KT transitions in
TmMgGaO4 using ac magnetometry to inspect scaling predic-
tions [15, 26, 31] and neutron scattering measurements in the
field-polarized and paramagnetic phases to ascertain the mate-
rial’s Hamiltonian. We track the temperature-dependent spin
correlations in both reciprocal and real space, the latter us-
ing magnetic pair distribution function analysis [32, 33]. Our
analysis evidences two possible transitions at Th ≈ 5 K and
Tl ≈ 0.9 K with a continuous increase in correlation length
over almost two decades in temperature. In our experiments,
Tl reflects the gradual condensation of two-dimensional mag-
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FIG. 1. (a) Inelastic neutron scattering intensity I(Q,E) from
broad-band measurements of TmMgGaO4 at T = 5 K and Ei = 160
meV. Inset: oxygen ligands (pink spheres) around each Tm3+ ion
(grey sphere) and the resulting spin anisotropy (arrows). (b) Scat-
tering intensity at low momentum-transfer Q. Best fit using an ef-
fective point-charge model (red line) [25] (see SI). (c) Low-energy
spin excitations at T = 50 mK under an external magnetic field of
µ0H = 5.5T applied along the c-axis. Solid circles represent the
peak centers from Gaussian fits to constant-Q cuts, and the dashed
red line represents the best fit using Eq. 1 based on linear spin wave
theory. (d) Bound vortex-antivortex (V-AV) pair (upper half) and
the 3SL order (lower half), where the green dashed lines show the
magnetic unit cell. Red, blue, and grey circles represent up (|+〉),
down(|−〉), and nonmagnetic (|0〉) spins, respectively. Black arrows
represent ψ. The red (blue) shaded region illustrates a vortex (an-
tivortex) in the spatial arrangement of ψ, characterized by an emer-
gent topological charge equal to the winding number of ψ around the
path [26].

netic scattering at the K-point of the triangular Brillouin zone
(corresponding to the 3SL order), although the correlation
length remains finite in the plane down to at least 280 mK.
Real-space analysis at higher temperature demonstrates that
the spin correlations around Th deviate from the 3SL short-
range order in a manner consistent with the formation of V-
AV pairs. Our work provides solid – albeit indirect – evidence
for KT physics in TmMgGaO4 and reveals that the significant
structural disorder in this compound does not appear to pro-
foundly impact the zero-field physics.

We start with the validation of the effective spin-1/2 Hamil-
tonian for TmMgGaO4. Broad-band inelastic neutron scat-
tering experiments using the SEQUOIA spectrometer [34] at
Oak Ridge National Laboratory (ORNL) [see Supplementary
Information (SI) for details] reveal crystal electric-field (CEF)
excitations for an energy transfer E between 30 and 90 meV,

with the expected decrease in scattering intensity I(Q,E) at
large momentum transfer Q [Fig. 1(a)]. Four excitations
occur at 41.9(1), 52.6(1), 61.4(2), and 78.7(2) meV, respec-
tively [black circles, Fig. 1(b)], with the 41.9 meV mode
corresponding to the first excited CEF level above the two-
singlet ground state (see SI). The ∆E ≈ 7.5–10 meV width
of the CEF peaks does not depend on the incident neutron en-
ergy, and is much broader than the instrumental resolution,
suggesting it is an intrinsic effect reminiscent of YbMgGaO4

[23, 28]. We use the effective point charge model outlined
in Ref. [25] to fit the excitation spectrum using only three
parameters [Fig. 1(b)]. The best fit captures the energy of
the four CEF excitations successfully, except for a mismatch
in intensity. An alternative fit using the Steven’s operators
method can be found in SI. This analysis yields a CEF ground-
state comprising two-singlets, |0〉 ≈ 1/

√
2(|+〉 + |−〉) and

|1〉 ≈ 1/
√

2(|+〉 − |−〉), which are symmetric and antisym-
metric combinations of states from the non-Kramers doublet:
|±〉 = 0.939 |±6〉+ 0.314 |±3〉+ 0.111 |0〉 in the |J = 6, Jz〉
basis, with an energy separation of ∆ = 0.24 meV. This vali-
dates the mapping to an effective transverse-field Ising model
[9, 19] by which the CEF Hamiltonian reads HCF = ∆Sx

and magnetic moments map onto spin-1/2 with an effective
g-factor, geff = 2gJ 〈0| Jz |1〉 = 13.1.

Similar to other rare-earth oxides with large Ising moments,
we expect both nearest-neighbor (NN) exchange coupling Jnn

and long-range dipole-dipole interactionsDij in TmMgGaO4.
Given the strong quantum fluctuations in the frustrated trans-
verse Ising model, it is non-trivial to determine the value
of Jnn and ∆ based on the behavior of the system in zero
field [26]. Instead, we apply a strong magnetic field (µ0H)
along the c axis to bring TmMgGaO4 into the spin polar-
ized state [20] and suppress quantum effects [23, 35]. Low-
energy neutron-scattering measurements were conducted on
the MACS spectrometer [36] at the NIST Center for Neutron
Research with µ0H = 5.5 T and T = 0.1 K. These reveal a
broad and weakly dispersive spin-wave spectrum [Fig.1(c)],
which resembles that of YbMgGaO4 [23, 28]. This mode is
much broader than the instrumental resolution of ≈ 0.2 meV
and observations in zero field [19], with a full-width at half-
maximum (FWHM) of 0.6 meV for the M -point excitation.
Retaining the fitted peak center from fixed Q cuts, we per-
form fits to the spin wave excitations [black dots in Fig. 1(c)]
using linear spin-wave calculations for the effective spin-1/2
Hamiltonian suitable for TmMgGaO4 [9, 19, 26]

H = Jnn

∑
〈i,j〉

Szi S
z
j +Dij

∑
i,j

Szi S
z
j +

∑
i

(∆Sxi + hgeffS
z
i ),

(1)
where Dij = Dr3

nnẑi · ẑj − 3(ẑi · r̂ij)(ẑj · r̂ij)/r3
ij with a

strength fixed by the NN Tm-Tm distance rnn and geff , and
D = µ0(geffµB)2/(4πkBr

3
nn) = 0.234 meV. The best fit to

the spectrum [red dashed line in Fig. 1(c)] is obtained for
Jnn = 0.557(1) meV and ∆ = 0.6(1) meV. The value of
∆ is in reasonable agreement with previous studies [20, 26],
while our obtained Jnn is about 20% smaller, mainly due to
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FIG. 2. Real part of the ac susceptibility (χ′ac) measured under
different dc magnetic fields µ0H appied along the crystallographic
c-axis and an ac field of 10 Oe with a frequency of 80 Hz. Inset:
standard deviation between the six curves.

the inclusion ofDij beyond the 2nd NN (see SI). We note that
the broadening in both the CEF excitations and the high-field
spin-wave spectra is likely due to a distribution of geff and ∆
values associated with the Mg-Ga structural disorder [20]. In
this sense, the fitted values of ∆ and Jnn are a local-structure
average.

Considering that structural disorder effects are important
for the magnetization process of TmMgGaO4 [20] and that
the predicted KT phase is fragile against external perturba-
tions [24], the question naturally arises as to whether the pre-
dicted KT transitions in TmMgGaO4 survive in the zero field
limit. To answer this question, we first examine the scal-
ing behavior of the susceptibility in the proposed KT regime,
χ(H,T ) = H−α with α = 4−18η(T )

4−9η(T ) [15, 31]. Here, η(T )

is the anomalous dimension exponent of the emergent or-
der parameter [26], which for small H is predicted to be:
(i) η(T ) = 2/9 above T > Th so that χ remains field-
independent; (ii) η(T ) ∈ [2/9, 1/9] between Th and Tl, lead-
ing to H-dependence of χ below Th and divergence at Tl in
the H → 0 limit; and (iii) χ becomes flat below Tl with
the onset of 3SL ordering. Our ac susceptibility measure-
ments generally agree with these predictions. The χ′ac(T )
curves begin to show noticeable H-dependence around 5 K
and strongly deviate from each other below 1 K [Fig. 2 (a)].
To better illustrate this effect, we take the six data sets for
χ′ac(T ) corresponding to the different applied fields and com-
pute the standard deviation at each temperature [Fig.2 (a) in-
set]. Clear features are visible around 5 K and 0.9 K, which
we tentatively ascribe to the two predicted transitions at Th
and Tl bounding the proposed KT phase in TmMgGaO4. We
note, however, that the ac susceptibility data deviate from the-
oretical predictions in certain ways. First, we do not see a di-
vergence of χ′ac(T ) at Tl asH → 0; instead, a peak around 0.6
K appears in the imaginary part and further moves to higher
temperature with increasing H (see SI). Second, and perhaps

more significantly, we are unable to obtain a physically mean-
ingful value of η(T ) from the χ′ac(H) measurements at fixed
temperature, since the fitted value of η(T ) strongly depends
on the choice of H (see SI). These deviations may be related
to the structural disorder discussed above, where a distribution
of g-factor values results in a distribution of Zeeman energies
in an external magnetic field.

With evidence for two transitions seen in χ′ac, we now
turn to diffuse scattering measurements performed on the
CORELLI spectrometer [37] at ORNL to probe the elastic
spin correlations within and below the proposed KT phase. At
0.05 K, we observe magnetic Bragg peaks at the K-points of
the triangular Brillouin zone (BZ) [Fig. 3 (a)] corresponding
to the 3SL order reported in previous studies [19, 20]. At 2 K
(tentatively in the middle of the proposed KT phase), we see
that the magnetic Bragg peaks have evolved into broad diffuse
scattering with a triangular pattern, indicative of short-range
3SL correlations. These are similar to predictions from Quan-
tum Monte-Carlo [26], although we do not observe the addi-
tional intensity predicted at the M -point within the sensitivity
of our experiment.

To track the temperature dependence of the K-point inten-
sity, we employed the HB-3A diffractometer [38] at ORNL
with λ= 1.551 Å. We find that the magnetic Bragg peaks at
0.28 K display a Lorentzian shape with a FWHM of 1.15(1)◦,
which is larger than the instrumental resolution and sample
mosaic of Ω0

G = 0.53(1)◦ obtained through a Gaussian fit
to nuclear Bragg peaks [Fig. 3 (b)]. This points to a finite
correlation length within the 2D triangular layers and no ob-
servable out-of-plane magnetic correlations (see SI). From
the evolution of the K-point correlations between 0.28 and
20 K [Fig. 3 (c)], we extract the integrated peak intensity I
and the intra-plane magnetic correlation length ξ according
to ξ = λ/(2ΩL sin θ), where θ is the Bragg scattering angle
and ΩL the fitted Lorentzian peak width from a Voigt function
with fixed Ω0

G . Unlike two previous studies which reported a
sharp transition at Tl ≈ 1K based on the temperature depen-
dence of the K-point intensity [19, 20], we see a continuous
increase in both I and ξ as the temperature is lowered over a
wide range [Fig. 3 (d)], with a clear exponential-dependence
above 1 K. Subtle changes are observed around 0.9 K, evi-
denced by a flattening of I and an upturn in ξ. These obser-
vations deviate from a conventional Landau first- or second-
order transition, where the local magnetic order parameter
vanishes above the transition temperature [39], and provide
further evidence for the continuous nature of the 3SL order
and the likelihood of a KT regime. While the integrated in-
tensity follows the exponential-law behavior up to 20 K, the
signal becomes extremely broad above 3 K, limiting the range
of trustworthy calculated values for ξ [Fig. 3 (c)(d)].

Further evidence of the proposed KT phase can be gained
by examining the spin correlations in real space. We ac-
complish this through the magnetic pair distribution function
(mPDF) [32, 33], which is the Fourier transform of the mag-
netic scattering. Our experimental mPDF data, displayed in
[Fig. 4], were obtained from energy-integrated measurements
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FIG. 3. (a) Magnetic diffuse scattering of the triangular-lattice Bril-
louin zone measured on CORELLI at T = 0.05 K, 2 K, where an
empty cryostat and a measurement at 40 K were used as background,
respectively. Intensities were integrated withinL = ±0.1 reciprocal-
lattice units (r.l.u.) and symmetrized according to the −3m point
group of the Tm site. (b) Line shapes of magnetic and nuclear Bragg
peaks measured on HB3A at T = 0.28 K. Inset: A disk-shape sin-
gle crystal sample used for the measurement. (c) Temperature de-
pendence of the K-point magnetic Bragg peak from rocking-curve
Ω-scans. A scan at 40 K is used for background subtraction. (d)
Log-log temperature dependence of the K-point peak intensity (I ,
red circle), and 2D correlation length (ξ, blue squares and circles)
within the triangular layers. Here, I is obtained by integrating Ω over
[−4.5, 4.5]◦. Solid lines represent linear fit to log-log data points
between 1 K and 5 K. The dashed line represents the NN Tm-Tm
distance.

of a powder sample on the D4 diffractometer at the Institut
Laue-Langevin [40, 41]. The negative peak at the NN dis-
tance present at all temperatures shown in Fig. 4 reflects the
robust NN antiferromagnetic correlations. Additional features
in the mPDF data are captured by fits [dashed black lines in
Fig. 4] using the reported 3SL model with a finite correla-
tion length ξ. The best-fit values for ξ [Fig. 3 (d)] agree well
with the single-crystal diffraction analysis. The small value of
ξ above ≈10 K indicates that only generic antiferromagnetic
correlations between NN spins remain.

Closer inspection of the low-temperature mPDF fits [Fig. 4]
reveals small but systematic misfits at the third, fourth, and
fifth NN correlations. Importantly, the third NN distance
shows a small, positive feature corresponding to net ferro-
magnetic correlations. This is at odds with the antiferro-
magnetic correlations predicted by the 3SL model, and may
instead hint at a small component with stripe-like correla-
tions, which have ferromagnetic alignment between third NN
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FIG. 4. Magnetic pair distribution function (mPDF) patterns (open
circles) obtained at different temperatures. Dashed lines show the
best fits to data using a model of the 3SL order. Solid red lines rep-
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with the shaded area representing one standard deviation.

spins [26]. To gain further insight, we performed fits com-
bining the 3SL model with a reverse Monte Carlo (RMC) al-
gorithm (see SI) [42]. The solid red curves in Fig. 4) show
representative fits at 3, 4.1, 6.1, and 10 K, which clearly cor-
rect the mismatches left by the 3SL model.

We now look for evidence of the formation of V-AV pairs
by inspecting the spin configurations produced by the RMC
algorithm [see e.g. Fig. 1(d) and Supplementary Fig. 7]. 110
RMC refinements were done for each temperature, and the
resulting spin configurations were analyzed to count the num-
ber of V-AV pairs. In the inset of Fig. 4,we plot the com-
parison of the RMC results to the expected number of V-AV
pairs from randomly oriented Ising spins. The RMC refine-
ments at 4.1 K and 6.1 K show a clear tendency for V-AV
pair formation, well beyond the expectation for random spins.
This is true to a lesser extent for the 3 K results, while the
10 K results fall within the underlying distribution expected
for completely random spins. These findings give strong sup-
port to the formation of V-AV pairs around 4–6 K and are the
strongest evidence to date for the proposed upper KT transi-
tion in TmMgGaO4.

In summary, the magnetometry and neutron scattering re-
sults presented here establish TmMgGaO4 as a strong candi-
date for a solid-state system realizing KT physics. Our inelas-
tic neutron scattering measurements confirm the transverse-
field Ising model on the triangular lattice as the foundation
to understand the magnetism in TmMgGaO4 and help clar-
ify the role played by structural disorder. Magnetometry re-
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veals two transitions around 0.9 K and 5 K, consistent with
the theoretical predictions for a KT phase bounded by these
transitions. Elastic and energy-integrated neutron scattering
measurements confirm the presence of 3SL correlations in the
ground state, which become gradually weaker and shorter-
range as the temperature is raised. Investigation of the spin
correlations in the proposed KT phase in real space via mPDF
analysis suggests a tendency to form bound vortex-antivortex
pairs around 5 K, which is the hallmark of the proposed KT
transition. Structural disorder does not appear to play a dom-
inant role in the zero-field physics of TmMgGaO4, in con-
trast to YbMgGaO4 [23, 28–30]. Our work motivates future
studies on the interplay between structural disorder effects
and quantum magnetism, while also highlighting the value of
mPDF analysis of short-range spin correlations in real space.

Note Added: In the last stages of preparation of this
manuscript, we become aware of a nuclear magnetic reso-
nance study of TmMgGaO4 [43] which finds signatures for
KT transitions around 0.9 and 1.9 K.
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